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.]a.:,.a).!\ Csj_c : ;\i’m‘ (}\.N:aﬂj ‘ :\...ubJJ\ L;“:'}""; T 3\‘3\.“ = Fisher &5 - (}\,.dlfl!!
Sl e geg et Gl b O
cﬁu\u.ls-d}.a;-\(fxl ,XZJMZ.‘&\J.,U‘&j&ﬁ@»Bb\f@FlSherab écbj.o\.:d

+ Ju
———————— DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - - - -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X2
Prior probabilities
Group Prior Label
1 .87283 No
2 .12717 Yes
Total 1.00000
Classification function coefficients
(Fisher's linear discriminant functions)
Y = 1 2
No Yes
X1 1.1633832 1.6409567
X2 1.08244095 1.0948052
(Constant) -10.7226614 -14.5853713
Canonical Discriminant Functions
Pct of Cum Canonical After Wilks'
Fcn Eigenvalue Variance Pct Corr Fcn Lambda Chi-square df Sig
0 .949724 249.304 2 .0000

1* .0529 100.00 100.00 .2242

* Marks the 1 canonical discriminant functions remaining in the analysis.

Classification results -
No. of Predicted Group Membership

Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4221 4221 0
No 100.0% 0%
Group 2 615 615 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.28%

P led 2l
34 5 3o 4221 g Sl sl Slodsenndl Sladl sdad L Olk2 L) 2o got Loz =
Prior  &Lal oVl Yl Skl e 5 3 Slel e & Iy L Bdw 615 s0 Sledseld
¢l dale Lulys 3 ¢ ppadall i O J) s A8 5,LaY) SIS 13] 5 ) Probabilities
s 5 Lsize 2.6 a5 S A1 OF J) g p W5 06« 607 54168 LS
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PO/ Joos o (DI yine o 5) ol il ¥dno 3 ooy J 5y -
) gl Galad) ds Wl (Laall ) P(2/2) 3 a3 GoT blae (100% ) &3\gdl ecd
oy s a3 i N1y latiizal) b ol sae S ) x5 66 (87.28%
-100%

é\:‘.ﬂ\ <s$ u.aﬂﬁa’i\ JJ_’JJ ¢ Ayl ‘{;&}.q; s ol 9las - Fisher &1s &3}3 Loy

RIS
-------- DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS - ---
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X2
Prior probability for each group is .50000
Classification function coefficients
(Fisher's linear discriminant functions)
Y = 1 2
No Yes
X1 .9711380 1.4266251
X2 1.1005119 1.1269146
(Constant) -10.9692831 -13.0426659
Canonical Discriminant Functions
Pct of Cum Canonical After Wilks'
Fcn Eigenvalue Variance Pct Corr Fcn Lambda Chi-square
df Sig
0 .890711 143.165
2 .0000
1* .1227 100.00 100.00 .3306
* Marks the 1 canonical discriminant functions remaining in the
analysis.
Classification results -
No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 615 459 156
No 73.4% 25.4%
Group 2 615 276 339
Yes 44.9% 55.1%
Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 64.88%
L@':eg;“““}
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Put X in TI, if Y, < —1.083

Put X in II, Otherwise
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T3l e el il SVukae 1 (2) 6 Jsud|

Z3geilt Slomilialt (% ) ruomialt Crualilt Y das
Gl s | P(2/2) [ P(1/1)
eyl i gamme cyeman Blaipe o Fisher ptia | X1,X2 87.28 0.00 100.00
Sy 1 (e 3amme oz Slgluse po Fisher Jia 64.88 55.10 73.40
i pammall ez pold do b 9ot Jaslt 52.94 54.80 52.67
ey il i gasma (eman 5l ye e Fisher jia | X1,X3 86.77 0.70 99.30
el All (i gains (on Slgliss ae Fisher (atia 64.27 55.00 73.40
o genall pamams pali Do pD (o s dasugh) 52.63 60.33 51.50
rsaly i) (i patms (aean 5Lt pe pe Fisher (d1a X1, X4 86.48 2.30 98.70
sy 1 (70 3azme oz Slgluse po Fisher (i 67.82 66.00 69.60
Siegenadl gamas yald doyh G9uts Jawustt 51.18 54.47 50.70
Pyl i gamme ceman Blaipe o Fisher ptia | X1, X5 86.86 0.00 99.50
sy A1 (i 3aza oz Blgluss 2o Fisher (i 65.64 55.50 75.60
s gemall pamns pold oy 5oy Javuglt 49.88 50.99 49.51
sy A (7 gamma ram 5lal o po Fisher tta | X1, X6 86.70 0.80 99.20
Drialy il (18 gaes (pasmn Blglus pa Fisher [udia 64.92 55.90 73.80
i gacnal| atnind palih do i (593 Javcas) 52.38 46.34 53.26
sy A1 (i gatma yam 5lal e po Fisher jata | X2,X3 87.21 0.00 100.00
sy A1 (7 3azme (ot Slgluse po Fisher (ia 55.28 51.00 59.50
Siegezmall gaxad ol oyl g9y Jawiustl 50.81 51.52 50.70
iyl i gas panom 5l ipe na Fisher jtts | X2, X4 87.21 0.00 100.00
{raly Al (i game patea Slgluss pe Fisher jia 57.92 56.00 59.80
i gacnal| atnind palih do i (593 Javcas) 49.40 44.48 50.12
rsaly i) (i patms (aean 5Lt s po Fisher (d1a X2,X5 87.19 0.00 100.00
sy A1 (70 3amme oz Slgluse po Fisher (i 55.81 48.00 63.60
i gacnal| atnind palih do i (593 Javcas) 47.82 53.29 47.02
sy A (i gatma yam 5lal o po Fisher (a1a | X2, X6 87.21 0.00 100.00
sy A1 (70 3azme oz Slgluse po Fisher (ia 54.56 50.70 58.40
i gacnal| atnind palih do i (593 Javcas) 50.34 50.08 50.38
eyl i gazme (penan Gleyo e Fisher jutts | X3, X4 87.21 0.00 100.00
el All (i gains (on Slglivs ae Fisher (atia 60.56 56.00 65.10
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-------- DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - - - -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X2
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
2

Actual Group Cases 1
Group 1 4221 4221 0
No 100.0% .0%
Group 2 615 615 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.28%
-------- DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - == -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X3
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
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Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4221 4192 29
No 99.3% 7%
Group 2 615 611 4
Yes 99.3% .7%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 86.77%

———————— DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - - - -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X4
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1
Group 1 4221 4168 53
No 98.7% 1.3%
Group 2 615 601 14
Yes 97.7% 2.3%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 86.48%

-------- DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - == -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X5
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4203 4183 20
No 99.5% 5%
Group 2 613 613 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 86.86%

———————— DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - - - -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X6
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4221 4188 33
No 99.2% 8%
Group 2 615 610 5
Yes 99.2% .8%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 86.70%

--------- DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - - - === ==
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X2 , X3
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4260 4260 0
No 100.0% 0%
Group 2 625 625 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.21%

———————— DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - == -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X2 , X4
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4260 4260 0
No 100.0% 0%
Group 2 625 625 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.21%
———————— DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - - - -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X2 , X5
Classification results -
No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2

) P i
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Group 1 4241 4241 0
No 100.0% .0%
Group 2 623 623 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.19%
-------- DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - == -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X2 , X6
Classification results -
No. of Predicted Group Membership
2

Actual Group Cases 1
Group 1 4260 4260 0
No 100.0% 0%
Group 2 625 625 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.21%

———————— DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - == -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X3 , X4
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4260 4260 0
No 100.0% 0%
Group 2 625 625 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.21%
———————— DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - - - -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X3 , X5
Classification results -
No. of Predicted Group Membership
2

Actual Group Cases 1
Group 1 4241 4241 0
No 100.0% 0%
Group 2 623 623 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.19%

- - - - DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS -------+-
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X3 , X6
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4260 4260 0
No 100.0% 0%
Group 2 625 625 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.21%
———————— DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - - - -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X4 , X5
Classification results -
No. of Predicted Group Membership
2

Actual Group Cases 1
Group 1 4241 4241 0
No 100.0% 0%
Group 2 623 623 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.19%

-------- DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTIS - == -
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X4 , X6
Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4260 4260 0
No 100.0% 0%
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Group 2 625 625 0

Yes 100.0% .0%
Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 87.21%
———————— DISCRIMINANT ANALYSTI

s - - - -

On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X5 , X6

Classification results -

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 4241 4241 0
No 100.0% 0%
Group 2 623 623 0
Yes 100.0% .0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified:

87.19%

:\.,bmq-.;,\;w»z\jw@Fisher b ol - (2)@,&41\

________ DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS —~-~-~-—---

On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X2

Classification results™

No. of
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 615 459 156
No 73.4% 25.4%
Group 2 615 276 339
Yes 44.9% 55.1%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 64.88%

Predicted Group Membership

- - - — — — T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS™ — — — —

On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X3
Classification results™
No. of Predicted Group Membership

Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 625 459 166
No 73.4% 26.6%
Group 2 615 277 338
Yes 45.0% 55.0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 64.27%

- - - — — T T T"TDISCRIMINANT

ANALYSIS — — — —

On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X4

Classification results™

No. of Predicted Group Membership

Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 625 435 190
No 69.6% 30.4%
Group 2 615 209 406
Yes 34.0% 66.0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 67.82%

- - - - — T T TDISCRIMINANT

ANALYSIsS — — — —
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On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X5

Classification results™
No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2

Group 1 624 472 152
No 75.6% 24.4%
Group 2 613 273 340
Yes 44.5% 55.5%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 65.64%

- - - - —- — — T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS— — — —

On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X1 , X6

Classification results™

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 625 461 164
No 73.8% 26.2%
Group 2 615 271 344
Yes 44.1% 55.9%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 64.92%
- - - - - — — T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS™ — — —
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X2 , X3

Classification results™
No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2

Group 1 625 372 253
No 59.5% 40.5%
Group 2 625 306 319
Yes 49.0% 51.0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 55.28%

- - - - — — —T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIsS—™ — — — — —
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X2 , X4

Classification results™

No. of Predicted Group

Membership

Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 625 374 251
No 59.8% 40.2%
Group 2 625 275 350
Yes 44.0% 56.0%
Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 57.92%

- - - - —- — — T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS— — — —

On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X2 , X5

Classification results™

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
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Group 2 623 324 299
Yes 52.0% 48.0%
Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 55.81%

- - - - - - — T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIsSs— — — —
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X2 , X6

Classification results™

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2

Group 1 625 365 260
No 58.4% 41.6%
Group 2 625 308 317
Yes 49.3% 50.7%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 54.56%
- - - - —- — — T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS— — — —
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X3 , X4

Classification results™
No. of Predicted Group Membership

Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 625 407 218
No 65.1% 34.9%
Group 2 625 275 350
Yes 44.0% 56.0%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 60.56%
- - - - - — — T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS— — — —
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X3 , X5

Classification results™
No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2

Group 1 624 344 280
No 55.1% 44.9%
Group 2 623 320 303
Yes 51.4% 48.6%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 51.88%
- - - - —- — — T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS— — — —
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X3 , X6

Classification results—
No. of Predicted Group Membership
1 2

Actual Group Cases
Group 1 625 362 263
No 57.9% 42.1%
Group 2 625 311 314
Yes 49.8% 50.2%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 54.08%

- - - - - - — T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS— — — —

On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X4 , X5

Classification results™
No. of Predicted Group Membership
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Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 624 372 252
No 59.6% 40.4%
Group 2 623 292 331
Yes 46.9% 53.1%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 56.38%

- - - - - — ~— T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS— — — —

On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X4 , X6

Classification results™

No. of Predicted Group
Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 625 397 228
No 63.5% 36.5%
Group 2 625 296 329
Yes 47.4% 52.6%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 58.08%
- - - - - — — ~—T DISCRIMINANT ANALYSIS™ — — —
On groups defined by Y Currently using a FP method (91)? by X5 , X6

Classification results™

No. of Predicted Group Membership
Actual Group Cases 1 2
Group 1 624 341 283
No 54.6% 45.4%
Group 2 623 290 333
Yes 46.5% 53.5%

Percent of "grouped" cases correctly classified: 54.05%

Discriminant And Classification
By Using The Median

Abstract :

The Researcher , in tow previous studies , discussed a contradiction
between a significant discriminant model and its low right classification rates .
In this study , he suggests a nonparametric method for discriminant and
classification .
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